9/16/75
Memorandum 75-59

Subject: Annual Report

Attached to this memorandum is a draft of the Annual Report for the year
1975. The portion of the report relating to unconstitutional and impliedly

repealed statutes is covered by the First Supplement to Memorandum T3-59.

Revised Format

We have substantlelly revised the format of the Annual Report to improve
its form and to permit use of our Mag Card Typewriter to compose the priuted
report. The change in format involves taking the footnotes which describe prior
printed reports and legislative action from the "Caleudar of Toplcs for Study”
portion of the reportigly and putting the substance in an Appendix to the report.
Also, we have added to the listing of the various topics under active considera-
tion a brief statement of the status of each such tople. We believe these
revisions make our report much more informative.

We plan to revise the listing of the recommendations to the 1976 Legislature
to conform to the decisions made with respect to the recommendations at the
Qctober and November meetings. Ve will adjust the report to reflect the Governor's

veto of the eminent domain bills should he veto those bills.

{egislative History Portion

In the past, we have included a detailed listing of the various amendments
made to the bills «fter thelr introduction In the Legislature. We have not
included such a listing in the attached draft. We thus seek to reduce the cost
and volume of the report. I doubt thet anyone ever went through the detailed

listing of the amendments made after the bills were introduced.



Publication of Eminent Domain Law With Official Comments

Should the eminent domaln bills be approved by the Governor, the staff plans
to work out an arrangement with Californis Continuing Education of the Bar to
publish at their‘expense the Eminent Domain Law with Official Comments and the
Conforming Revisions of Codified Statutes with Official Comments. We do not
rlan to recompose aay of the type. We plan to cut and paste the text of the
sectlons as emacted from the enrolled bill and the official Comments from our
recomuendation and from the Senate and Assembly Journals. We belleve that the
resulting report will be most useful for the anticipated CEB program and will
provide the Commission (and the purchasers of our bound volumes} with a copy of
the statute and official Comments in a convenient form. This will avold the need
to print a major portion of the Assembly and Senate Judiciary Committee reports
in our Anmual Report. Iz addltion, we will bave copies of the law and.official
Comments to provide cut-of-state persons who are interested in our effort. We
used the same procedure in publishing "Creditors' Remedies--Selected legislation"
in Jamuary 1975 in cooperation with the California Continuing Education of the
Bar. However, we underestimated the cost of that report by almost $1,000 (CEB
pald over $5,200) and had to pay almost $1,000 from our own budget. We do not
plan %o make the same mistake on the eminent domain wublication.

We are considering revising the recommendation portion of our eminent domain
recommendation to conform to the legislation as enacted. Does the Commission have
any reaction? We helieve this would take relatively little staff time, but would
provide interested attorneys, appraisers, and judges with useful background

information.
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New ToBics

The Commission should consider whether it wishes to request authority to
scudy whether the lawv relating to damage bonds should be revised. As pointed

out in the draft of the Recommendation Relatin: to Undertaking for Costs (Memo=

randum 75=T4), recect decisions cast doubt on the coustitutionality of such
provisions. We cannot stretch our authority to study govervmental liability to
cover the damage bond statutes. See Memorandum 75-74. This decision can be
made at the time that memorandum is considered.

The Commission has not received any suggestions for new topics that would
require new authorization for study. We have received several communications
suggesting a3 review of various provisions of the Evidence Code which the staff
proposes to take up when we consider whether and to what externt the Evidence Code
should be revised iIn light of the provisions of the new Federal) Rules of Evidence.

We have many topics on our zgenda. Were it not for this fact, the staff
would recommend that some conslideration be given to some means of soliciting from
Judges a.4 lawyers supgestlons for new ftoplcs. Ve should be working on topices
that merit study; we think that the topics under active consideration and those
new toples authorized by the 1975 leglslature satisfy this test. Does the Com-
mission believe that some mears should be used to solicit suggestlons for new
topics for review at the time we prepare our next Annual Report (October 1976)7

We could put 2z short notice in one of the State Bar publications.

legislative Action on Commission Recommendations (Cumulative)

I think you will find this portion of the Annual Report {Appendix II} to
be of interest. It follows the same format as the last Anmual Report but has
been brought up-to-date. We will, of course, have to revise it should the
Governor veto the emlnent domain bills. We include in this Appendix only those
recommendations that have been submitted to the Legislature.
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Approval for Printing

The staff requests that the Anmigl Report be approved for printing subject
to any revisions needed to reflect Commission decisions on the recommendations
it will submit to the 1976 Legislature and the Governor's action on the eminent
domain bills. Ve need to start work on gettine this material ready for the
printer if we are to have the Annual Report printed in time for use early in

1976.

Regpectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
Executive Secretary
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FURCTION AND CROCUDRURE OF O0OMMISSi0N

orisists of one

The Caoliforma Lav Hewvisio €'t>‘ AT IASAATSTY:
Member oi the Sonsie, one Romber of the Asemble, sovnn
members anpoinced by the Gove the advice and
eonsent of the Sonate, ard dhe Larieiative Uoses voho 1 oox
officio 4 nonmvoiing membe:

The principal duties of the Lew Bovision Comaisaon are o

{1} Exarnine the common law und statutes for the purposs of
discovering defects end zixa.“r'F*-rﬂx-é'e:us

(2) Beceive and consider sugeestions and proposed changes
in the law from the f",mnnc‘an Law institute, the Natoual
Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws, bar
associations, and other learned bodics, judges, public officials,
lawyers, and the public generally.

{3} Becommend such changes in the low ay il deoms
necessary to bring the law of ths siale into harmony with
modern conditions #

The Commission is required o file & repo;t ot egch regular
session of the L« p,laidmrv e tb.—urh!‘tg a calenday of lopics
selected by it for siudy, Hsiing Hoth studies in progress and
topics intended for future consideration. The Cormmission inay
study only topics whicl the legiviadee, by concurrent
resolution, authorizes it Lo stugy?

Fach of the Commission’s *'{r‘“-fa:'arv‘---ﬂ}d:;f\'m‘;e is hased on a
research ‘,-urh of the mincr‘t matier cancormed }'i: SOFGE Cuaes,
the study is preparcad by a wemoer of the Commission’s staif,
but the mujority of the studics 4o nider takest t_}'-.f specialists i
tha fields of iaw invelved who .are retained a5 researcn
consultants bt the Commission This orocedure not only
provides the Corurission with fnvaloabic ox pert sssistance but
is economical as well because the attornevs and law p*ofrzs-,ors

who serve as research consultands have already acquired the

1 See Car. Govr. Cone §§ (0500 200dg.

*8ae Car. Govr. Coue § 10330 The Conunbssan s also directod te recomnend the
express repedl of all statutes repeated by implweation o hetd nnconstitetional by the
California Supreme Court or the Supreme Courf of the Unined States. Can Govy
Cobpe § 10231,

4 8ee CaL. Govr. Cone § 10335
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0B CALIFGZRIA LAW REVISIOy COMMISSON

considerable ackground necessary to understand the specific
problems under consideration.

The research: stedy ineludes o discussion of the existing iaw
and the defects therein and suggests possible methods of
eliminating those defects. The study is given careful
consideration by the -Cowmraission and, after making its
prelimirary  deciions on the sobject, the Commission
distributes a tentative recommendation 5 the State Bar and to
nwnercus ther interested persons. Comrents on the tentative
recommendation are considered bv the Commission in
determiring what repert end recommendation it will make to
the Legislature. When the Commission has reached a
conclusion «on the matler, its recommendation te  the
Legislatore, including ¢ draft of any legislation necessary o
etfectuate its recommendation, is published in a printed
pamphlet.t If the research study has not been previously
published,® it usually is published in the pamphlet containing
the recommendation.

- The Commission ordinarily prepares a Comment explaining
each section it recommends. These Comments are included in
the Commission’s report and are frequently revised by
legislative committee reports ® to refiect amendments ? made
after the recommended legislation has heen introduced in the
Legislature. The Comment often indicates the derivation of the
section and explains its purpose, its relation to other sections,
and potential preblems in its meaning or application. The
Comments are written as if the legislation were enacted since
their primary purpose is to explain the statute to those who will
have oacasion to use it after it is in ¢Hect. They are entitled to
substantial weight in construing the statutory provisions.®

* Occasionally one or more members of th= Conumission may not join ir 2l or part of
s recornmendation submitted to the Legislature by the Commission.

* For a listing of background stadies published in law reviews, sue 10 Car. L. REVISION
CoMnM's BEPORTS 130 0.3 {1971} and 1! Cai. L. BEvision CoMu's REPORTS 1008
n5 & 168 n5 (1975)

®Special reperts are adupted by legislative committees ‘hat consider bills
recommended bv the Commission. These reports, which are printed in the
legislative journal, state that the Comments o the various sections of the bill
contained in the Commission's recomunendation reflect the intent of the comumittec
i approving the bil! except 1o the extent that siew or revised Comrnents are set out
in the committee r.oport itsell. For s description of the legislative commitiee reports
‘adopted in connection with the bil that became the Evidence Code, see Areffuno
v. Moreno, 33 Cal. App.3d 877, 854, 109 Cal. Bptr, 421, 496 (1973). For examples of
such reports, see 18 Cai. L. REvision CoMu'N REPORTS 1172-] 146 (15715,

"Many of the amendinents munde after the recommended legislation has been
introduced are made upon recommendation of the Cormission to deal with matters
broyght to the Commission’s astention after iy recommendation was pritited. In
some cages, however, an amendment may be made that the Commission believes is
not destrable and does not recommend.

® Eg, ¥Van Arsdale v. Hollinger, 65 Cal 2d 245, 249-230, 437 P.2d 50%, 511, 66 Cal. Roptr.
20, 23 (1968). The Comirents sre pubkished by both the Runcroft-Whitney Company
and the West Publishing Company in their aditions of the annotzted codes,

A
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ANNUAL BEPCAT 1974 ana

However, whiie the Comrmisiion endeavors in the Connent to
explain ary changes ir the law mwae by the section, the
Cornrission does not ¢lalin that every inronsiscent case is noted
in the Cominent, ner can it anticinade judicie! conclusions as to
the significarce of exicding case suthorities® fHenes, falure to
noic a change in prior ia s or 1o refor to an inconistent judiciul
decisios is sob fnioaced o, and shouid uol, influence the
construction of a elearly stuied stitutory provision. ™

The pampblets are distributed to the Governar, Aembers ot
the Legislature heads of state depariments, ana a substantial
sumber of judges, distnet aticineys, lawvers, law professors,
and law libravies throughoot the staie!’ Thus o large and
representative number of interested persons ave given an
opportunity to study and comment upon the Commission’s
work before it is submitted to the Legislature.’* The annual
reports and the recommendations and studies of the
Commission are bound in @ set of volumes that is both a
permanent record of the Commission’s work and, it is believed,
a valuable contribution to the legal literature of the state.

Commission recommendations have resulted in the
enactment of legislation affecting 3,317 sections of the
California statutes: 1,340 sections have been added, 627 sections
amended, and 1,350 sections repealed. For a summary of the
legislative action on Commission recommendations, see
“Legislative Action on Commission Recommendations” infra.

% See, ez, Arellanc v. Moreno, 33 Cal. App 2d 877, 109 Cul. Rptr, 421 {19731,

10 The rommisiof does not concur in the Kaplan dpproach to statsiory copstruction. See
Kapian v. Superior Court, 6 Cal.3d 150, 158159, 491 P2d L, 5-8, %8 Cal. Rptr. 645,
§53-654 (1971}, For a reaction to the problem created by the Kaplar: approach, see
Recormmendation Relating to Erroneoush Ordered Disclosure of Privileged
Information, 11 Cal. 1. REVISION CoMM's ReponTs 1163 (1875). See also L.al. Stats.
1974, Ch. 227

U Gee Cal. Covr. CODE § 10335,

11 Fr g step by step description of the procedure followed by the Conenission in
prepacing the 1963 governmental liabiizty statute, see DeMoully, Fact Finding for
Legistztion: A Case Study, 50 AB.AJ 265 (196G4). The procedure foliowed in
preparing the Evidence Code is deseribed in 7 Cal. L. REVISION CoMmu'w REPORTS
3 (1963).
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ERIORNMEL o COMMISSION

Lrof Dacember § 17, the me.nber: mg the Law Hovision

Tesin expares
. Cclnber J L 41
R “"bu‘*r . IS

% . E
v, Aldlsier Mehaister, bav

}fv‘hf‘ L Ballutf, F&}m Verd:
Jole B Miller, Lono :
Thomas F. ata_ﬂ"on,

. ernmiver B, LR
Tietober 1, 1977
Ciober L 18TY

w Ean Fromdseo, Afember.

Howard & Williams, Sanfad, Meber oo Sctober §18T
VROBIOY o e e i i s Ciovober 1, 1975

Geurge L ’v;drpk;y Qrﬂ, amie

In February 1975, Hoble K. Gregory rseslgned f’r;&-zﬁ'ﬁ Cammigsicn.

in gctober 1975, was olected Chelrmen, and

peonaT e, L e

waz elected Vice Chairman of the Cammigsion. Thelir hLerms copmence on

Becember 31, LU7E.

As of December 1, 1574, the siaff of the Cornmission s
fegal
john F. Deboully, Breseitve Secreldny

Natheniel Steriing, rfs. v dep et Seneg Sy
Stan . Ulrch Sl Cousreed -

Robert J. Hurphy TI¥, Lewsl Uounscl

Administrative-Secretaraf
Annie johmgton, Admumistrative Assestani
‘sit}lm 5 Himu, Clerk-¥ygarst

Ehriatinv K. Tavwlor, &._J-;. vpiet

Johnne Friedanthal, who hag sarved &c & pari-time member of the

Commisgion's legal =ieff zipce Fay “Gt}b worked Pull time frov Seplember

197k to June 1975; =t that time, she declded to continue on the staff on

& part-time hesis onlv. lghert dJ. Murpny 171 wvas appointed in June 1975

to the full«times poslilorn,

* The: legislative members of the Conmissicn serve at the plessere of the sppointing
pawer,

f The Legisiative Counzsel 5 or offofs ¢ noaveting wiember of the Cormralssion.



ANNUCAL REPORT 1874 3il

SUMMARY OF WORK OF COMMISSION

Dhring the past vear. the Law Revision Commission was
engaged in four principul tasks:

(1) Prosontailon  of ils  legislative  program to the
Legislatura!

(21 Work on various assignments given to the Commission by
the Legisiature ?

{37 A studv, made vursmant W Secton MIE3D of the
Coverament Code, to detornuans whethes any statutes of the
state have been held by the Supreme Court of the United States
or by the Supreme Court of California to be unconstitutional or
to have been impliedlv repealed.®

{(4) Consideration of suggestions for new topics to be added
to the Commission’s calendar of topics.?

The Commission held sevm two-day meetings and three
three-day meetings in 1975

! See “Legislative History of Recommendations Submatted ko 1978 Legistature™ infa,
* See discussion on following pages.

% See "Report ont Statutes Repesled by Emplicstion or Held Unconstitukional” fifra.
* See “Topics for Future Consideration” fnfra.

~0



1976 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM
The Commission plans to submit the following recommendaticns to the 1976
Tegislature:

(1) Reccmmendation Relating to Partition of Real and Personal Property {(January

1975}, to be reprinted in 13 Cal. L. Revision Ccmm'n Reports 401 (1976). Assembly
Bill 1671 was intrcduced at the 1975-76 Regular Session to effectuate this recom-
mendation.

(2) Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment Procedure (April 1975), to be

reprinted in 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 501 (1976).

(3} Recommendation Relating to Revision of the Attachment Law {October 1975),

to be reprinted in 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 501 (1976).

(h) Reconmendation Relating to Turnover Orders Under the Claim and Delivery

Law (Fune 1975), published as Appendix VIII to this Report.

(5} Recommendation Relating to Relocation Asszistance by Private Condemnors

(October 1975), published as Appendix IX to this Report.

(6) Recommendation Relating to Condemnation for Byroads and Utility Basements

(October 1975), published as Appendix X to this Report.

(7) Recommendation Relating to Admissibility of Duplicates in Evidence (October

1975), published as Appendix XI to this Report,

{8} Reccmmendation Relating to Admissibility of Copies_of Business Records in

Evidence (October 1975}, published as Appendix XII to this Report.

(9) Recommendation Relating to Liguidated Damages {October 1975), published as

Appendix XIII to this Report.

(10) Reccommendation Relating to Undertakings for Costs (October 1975), published

as Appendix XIV to this Report.

{11) Recommendation Relating to Transfer of Out-of-State Trusts to California

(November 1975), published as Appendix XV to this Report.

-10-



{12) Recomﬁendation Relating to Qral Modification of Contracts (November

1975), published as Appendix XVI to this Report.

(13) Recommendation Relating to the Claims Presentation Requirement in

Inverse Condemnation Actions (November 1975), published as Appendix XVII to

this Repors.

w]]l=



CALENDAR OF TOYICS FOR 5TUDY
Topies Authorized for Study
‘ ThegCammissiml has on its calendar of fopics the topics listad
below. Each of these topics has been authorized for Commission
stuay by the Legislaturs®
Topics Under Active Considergtion
During the next year. the Commission plans to devote
substantially il of its time to consideration of the fellowing
topics:
Nonprofit curperations, Whether the law relating to
nonproflr corporations should be revised., [Authorized by Cal. Stats.
1870, Res. Ca. 34, at 3547 see also 9 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports
107 (1969).}
The Coamiselon is now engaged in drafting a new camprehensive statute

relating to nomprofit corporations. G. Gervalse Davis IIT has been retained
aa a consultant to the Commission.

Creditors’ remedies. Whether the law relating to creditors’
remedies including, but not limited to, attachment,
garnishment, execution, repossession of property (including the
claim and delivery statute, self-help repossession of property,
and the Commercial Code repossession of property provisions},

“civil arrest, confession of judgment procedures, default
judgment procedures, enforcement of judgments, the right of
redemption, procedures under private power of sale in a trust
deed or rortgage, possessory and nonpossessory liens, and

related matters should be revised. [Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1972,

Res. Ch. ?7. See also Cal. Stats. 1957, Res. Ch. 2N2, at 4589; see also
1 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports, 1357 Report at 15 {1957).1

The Commission, working with a State Bar committee, is now engaged in
drafting e comprehensive statute governing enforcement of judgments. Pro-
fesgor Stefan A, Riesanfeld, Boalt Hall Law School, University of Californle

at Berke-ley, and Dean Williem D. Warren, UCLA Law Schocl, are serving as

1. For information concerning prior Camission recommendations and studies
concerning these topics and the legislative history of legislation
introduced to effectuate such recommendations, see "Current Topics--
Prior Publications and Legislative Action," infra.

2. Section 10335 of the Government Code provides that the Commission shall shudy, in
addition to thnse topics which it recommends and which ara aporoved by the
Legislature, any topic which the Legislature by concurrent resolution refers to it for
sach study.

i %)



congaltants Lo the Commizsion. The “oomission plans to submis recommendations
relating *o attachwent and the claiw and deiivery statuie to the 1976 Legis-

lature, See Recosmendetion Relating o Furnover QJuvders Under the Claim and

Delivery Law {Juue 1973}, published &3 appendir VIII o this Report; Recom-

mendation Relutine to Revislos of ths Altecawsnt Law {Qctober 1975), to be

reprinted in 13 Cal. L. Revisicn Comn'n Reports 801 {1976}. To a large ex-
tent, these recommendetions propese technical snd clarifying changes, but
the sttachment reccemerndation slss proposes same significant substantive

revisions. The Compiasion elso plans to submit to the 1976 Legislature a

recammendation proposing & new, camprehensive statute governing wage garnishe

ment procedure. See Recommendation Relating to Wege Garnishment Procedure

(April 1975), to be reprinted in 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 601 (1976).

Condemnation law and procedure. heiher the law and
procedure relating to condemnation should be revised with a
view to recommending a comprchensive statute that will

safeguard- the fights of all parties to sueh prcceédings. [Authorized by
Cal. Stats. 1965, Res., Ch. 130, at 528Y; see also Cal. Stats. 1956, Res.
Ch, 42, at-263; 4 Cal. L. Revision Comu'n Razports 115 (1963).]

A new, comprehengive ¢minent drrsaic statuie<-the Eminent Domain Law--was
enacted by the 1975 Legislature upon Cowmizsion recammendation. The Camission
plans to submit recommendations ccacerning seversl asnects of emlnent domain law

to the 1976 Leglelaturc. See Recommendatios Relating to Relocation Assistance by

Private Condemnors {October 1974}, published as Appendix IX to this Report; Recom-

mendation Relating to Condemnation for Byroads end Utility Essementis {October 1975},

publizhed &s Appendix X to this -Report. The Comission also plans to study the
provisions of the Evidence Code relating to evidence in eminent domain and inverse
condemnation actions and is making a2 study to determine whether any additional

changes in other statutes are needed to conform to the new Eminent Domain Law.

| A



Fvidence. Whether the Evidence Code should he revised,
[Authorized by Cal, Stats. 1965, Res. Ch. 130, at 528%,}

The Commission plans to submit twe recomrendatiors relating to the Evidence

Code to the 1376 Legislature, See Bergmerndation relating to Admiseibility of

Duplicates in Evidence (Cctober 1975), published ss Appendix XT %o this Report;

Recommendation Relating to the Admiszsibility of Uopies of Business Records in

Evidence {Gectgber 1975}, published as Appendix XTI to this Report. The Commis-
éicm has alzo underteken & study of the differences beiween the newly adopted
Federal Ruler of Evidence and the Californis Zvidence Code. Professor Jack
Friedenthal of the Stanford Law School is the Commission's consultant on this

study.

Partition procedures. Whether-the various sections of the
Code of Civil Procedure relating to partition should be revised
and whether the provisions of the Code of Civi} Procedure
relating to the confirmation of partition sales and the provisions
of the Probate Code relating to the confirmation of sales of real
property of estates of deceased persons should be made uniform
and, if not, whether there is need for clarification as to which
of themn governs confirmation of private judicial partition sales.

{Authorized by Cal. Stats, 1959, Res. Ch. 21B, at 5792; see alsc Cal.
Btats. 1956, Res., Ch, 42, at 263; 1 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reporéa,
1956 Report at 21 (1957}.]

A recommendation relating to this topic was published in January 1975,

and Assembly Bill 1671 was introduced at the 1975-76 Regular Session to

effectuate the recommendation, See Recommendation Relating to Partition

of Real and Personal Property {Jsnusry 1975}, to be reprinted in 13 Cal.

L. Revision Coms'n Reports 401 {1976). The bill will be considered by the
1976 session of the legislature. The Commisaion has reviewed various com-
ments it has received concerning the recommendation and will propose a num-

ber of revisions in the proposed legislation at the 1976 session. Garrett

K. Elmore is serving as the Commission's consultant.

'
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Liguidated damages. Whether the law relating to liquidated
damages in contracts generally, and particulatly in leases,
should be vevisad. [Autherized bv Cil, Stats. 1969, Res. Ch. 224, at

31888, ]

4 recopmendetion reisticz to lguidated damBges wes é'ubmitted to the
107k legisilative =escion bub wes not enacted. The Conmission hes reviewed
its prior vecammendei.on and pians to subwin o mev reccmsendstlon to the

1976 Legislature. See Recommendstion Relating (o Liguidated Damages

{october 1075}, published as Appendix XIII to this Report.

Modification of contracts. Whether the law relating to
modification of contracts should be revised. {Authorized by Cal. Stats.

1957, Res. Ch. 202, at 4589; see also 1 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports,
1857 Report at 21 (1957).]

A recamendation relating to modification of contracts was submitted to

the 1975 Legislature. See Reccemendation and Study Relsting fo Oral Modifi-

cation of Written Contracts {January 1975), to be reprinted in 13 Cal. L.

Revision Comm'n Reports 301 {1976). Two bills were introduced to effectuate
the Comeission's recomtendation. One bill--relating to Cammercial Code Sec-
tion 2209--was enacted as Chapter 7 of the Statutes of 1975. The other bill

—-relating to Civil Code Section 1698--was not enacted. The Commission has
reviewed its prior recomsendation and plans to subwlt a new recammendation

relating to Civil Code Section 1698 to the 1976 Legislature. See Recammenda-
tion Relating to Oral Modification of Contracts (November 1975), published

as Appendix XVI tc this Report.

Trangfer of out~of-state trusts to Callfornia. Whether the law re-

lating to transfer of out-of-state trusts to California should be re-
vised. [Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1973, Res. Ch. 15, at 0000; see also
1? Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 523 (1974}, ]

The Commissicn plans to summit & recommendatlon on this topic to the

1976 Legislature., Gee Recompendation Relating to Transfer of Qul-of-State

;£




Trusts to California {Novemwber 1979), published s5 Appendix ¥V to this

Kaport.

Covernmentai lishility, Whother the deetrine of overeiun
or govermmental invnunity in O slifornia should be abolished or
reviged, lAutherized by Cal. Srars. 1957, Res. Ch. 202 at 4549%.]

In Beaudrsad v. Superics fevrt, th oa), 3@ MRS, 935 P.2d4 713, 121 (Cal,

Rptr. 585 {1975F, the Celifeornic Suprame Cour® held anconstitutionsl the
cost bond provisions of the Taifernis Tort Claims Act. This declsion
also ecssts Soubt on obther cost bond stetuies. The Commission has reviewed
the various statubory provielons thet might be affected by the Beaudreau
decision and plens to submit & recumpendation to the 1976 Legiglature. See

Recommendation Relating to Undertakings for Costs (October 1975), published

as .ﬂppendix XIV to this Report.

Inverse condemnation. Whether the decisicnal, statutory,
and constitutional rules governing the liability of public entities
for inverse condemnation should be revised {including but not
limited to Hability for damages resulting from flood control
_ projects} and whether the luw relating to the liability of private

persons under similar cilrcumstances should be revised. [Authorized by
Cal, Stats. 1970, Res. Ch. 46, at 3541; see also Cal. Stats. 1965, Res.

Ch. 130, at 5289.]
The Commission plans to submit to the 1976 Legi-lature a recomsendation

relating to the claimes filing requirement es applied to inverse condemnation

actions. Sea Recammendation Relating to the Cleims Pregentatlon Requirement

in Inverse Condemnsition Actions {November 1975}, published as Appendix XVII

to this Report,

Child custodv and related matters, Whether the law
relating to cuatcd} of children, adcption, guardianship, freedom
from parental custody and controi and related matters should

be revised. {Authorized by Cal, Stats. 1972, Res. Ch. 27. See 10 Cal.
.. Revision Comm'n Reports 1122 (1971}, See also Cal. Stats. 1956, Res.
Ch, 42, at 263; 1 Cal. L. Revision Coma’n Reports 1956 Report at 29

/o
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The Commizsion plany to cmmoences work on this new, major study during

1976, Profeszor Eriglit~ M. Boiehelizmer, iaw Zchool, Unlversity of Cali-

Pornia &% Tavis, bes been reisined as & cunsultsnt, She hes prepared twoe
background studies--ens relating to ol cugtody and the other to adoption.

See Bodenheimer, The Muitaplieliy of Child Curtedy Procsedings--Problems of

califernie Law, 23 Sten. L. Rev. 70% {197i}; [cite to aduption study]. The

background studiss do not necessarily repressnt the views of ihe Commizsion;

the Commission's action will be reflected in its own recameendation.

Other Topics Authorized for Study

The Commission has not yet begun the preparation of a
rechmmendation on the topics listed below.

Parol evidence rule. Whether the parol evidence rule
should be revised. [Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1971, Res. Ch. 75; see

also 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1031 (1971).]

Prejudgment interest. Whether the law relating to the
- award of prejudgment interest in civil actions and related
matters should be revised, [aathorized by Cal. Stats. 1971, Res. Ch.
75.1
Cluss actions. Whether the law relating to class actions should be

revised., [Authorized by Oal. Stats. 1575, Res. Ch. 15, at 0000; see
algo 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'un Reports 324 (1974} .1

Offers of compromise, Whether the law relating toc offers of com-

promise should be revigsed. [Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1L37%, Res, Ch.
15, at 0000; see aisc {2 fal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 525 (1974).]

Discovery in civil cases, Whether the law relating to discovery in

civil cases should be revised. [Authorized by Cal. State. 1975, Res,
Ch. 15, at 0000; see also I2 Cal. L. hevision Comm'n Reports 526 (1974}.]

Possibilities of reverter and powers of termination. Whether the

law relating to possibilities of reverter and powers of termination
1

should be revised. [Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1975, Res. Ch. 15, at
0000; see alsc 12 Cal., L. Revislon Comm'n Reports 528 (1974}.]

7
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darketabls Ticle S0l and related matters, Whether a Harketable Title

Act shovld be sascied 4n Callicvriie sne ¥helnar the lew relsting to cove-
nants and sarvitudes relating o iand, and the law relating to nonlnal, re.
mote, and obsolete covopents, condi.iens s and restriciions oh lend use should

be revized. {Auihorizsd pr .. Stats, W73 Rem. Ch. B2, st 0000,

"

Tenics Continued on Uslendar for Fumher Study

On the folowng topics, studiss and reconmnendations
relating to the topia, or ane or more aspects of the topic, have
seen ragde. The tonies o soatinned on the Commission's
culendar fvr {urther stordy of recommendations ol eaacted or
for the study of additional sspects of the topic or new
developments.

Arbitration. Whether the law relating to arbitration should
be revised., [Authorized by Cal, Stats. 1968, Rea. Ch. 110, at 3103; see

also 8 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 1325 {1967).]

Lease law. Whether the law relating to the rights and duties
attendant upon termination or abandonment of a lease should
be revised. [Authorized by Cai. Stats. 1965, Res. Ch. 130, at 5289; see

also Cal. Stars. 1337, Zes. Ch. 202, at 458%,]

Unineorporated associations. Whether the law reiating to

suit by and against partnerships and other unincorporated

associations should be revised and whether the law relating to

the lability of such associations and their members should be
revised. [Authorized by Cal. Sta:s. 13966, Res., Ch. 9, at 241; see also

Cal, Stats. 1957, Res. Ch., 202, at 4389, ]
Topic tc Be Bemoved Froimm Calendar of Topies

Recomrendaticns have been made on the following tople, and the recam=
mended legialation hes been enacted.  Because of its nature, this topic

doze not need io be continued on the Coamslssion's calendsr for further

-
study.

3 Some of the topics unon which studies and recommendations bave hoen made are
nevertheless retained on the Commision’s calendar for Further stady  of
recommendations not enacted or for the study of additicnal aspects of 1he topic or
aew developments. See this Report supra.

i



the taw rel ating o
tion of anciaimed or

Bascheat; corisimed mooseriy, ?geﬁ;
the nacheat of property apda the dis
abandonerd property should be ~evis

sposi
sogt
Topics oy Foture Consideration

Turing the aaxt Tew ;;rf.%ayég «r Comptsiion plany Lo leveie Ltz attention
primacily o tarec medor sludsses: {1} nonsrofis comporations, 2} creditors’
remedies, snd {3 child custody, adopticn, guazrdienshiy. end relsted matters,
Bocaues of the limitcd resou~ces aveliable Lo she Comalszion and ihe sub-
stantial and oumercus toplics alreedy on 113 calesusr {siz of which were
added by the 1975 Legislature), the Comission does not recomend any addi-

tional topics for inclusion on i%e calendar of topics.

4 Authoriced by Call Stete 1067, Hes, Che B, a0 4583 e slo Calb. Siats 15586, Res. Ch.
42, at 263,

See Fuerninsieisson Bof om0 Zanbesy ST b, Ruvisios Covon's HEPORTS

1004 (E96T}. For o legistative history of this recommenaation, see 9 CAL L. BEVISION

CGMM W REPGHTS 1518 ( lﬁf'm Most of the recammended legistation was enncted.

al, Stats. 1965, Ch 247 esclieat of deerdent's astaie) and Ch, 358 (uncisimed
pmperty art}.
See niso Becorenesdaiion Beliting bo Unclgimed Fmpewt} 1 Car. L. Beviston

CoMu's Reports 400 (1973), Fur 2 legishaiive history of this recommendalion, see
this Report fnfre. The recommended legislation was not enected.
See nlso fccornmeods Hon Felwting to Fioheat »f Amoustys Pavable ot Travelers

Checks, Money Qrders, and Similar Instruments, 12 Cal. L. Revision Cam'n

Reports 613 (197h). PFor & leglsistive bistory of this reccmmendation, see

this Report infra. The recommenagsd lagisietion was engcted. Sees Jal.

4

Stste. 1975, Ch. 23.



LEGISLATIVE HISTORY OF RECOMMENDATIONS
SUBMITTED TO 1975 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Twenty-one bills and two concurrant resolutions were intrcduced to effec-
1
tuate the Commission's recommendations during 1975. The concurrent resolutions
were adopted, 17 of the bills were enacted, one bill was held over for hearing

in 1976, and three bills were not enacted.

Resoluticon Approving Topics for Study

Asgembly Concurrent Resolution No. 17, introduced by Assemblyman Alister
McAlister and adopted as Resolution Chapter 15 of the Statutes of 1975, au-
therizes the Commission to continue its study of topics previocusly suthor-
ized for study and to study five rew topics {out-of-state trusts, class actions,
offers of compromise, discovery in civil actions, and possibilities of reverter
and powers of termination). The resolution also approved the removal of one
topic (right of nonresident aliens to inherit) from the Commission's calendar
of topics.

Assembly Concurrent Resolution No. 26, introduced by Assemblyman McAlister
and adopted as Resolution Chapter 82 of the Statutes of 1975, authorizes the
Comissgion to study a new topic and related matters--whether a Marketable Title
Act should be enacted in California and the related topics wkether the law re-
lating to covenants and servitudes relating to land and the law relating to
neminal, remote, and obsolete covenants, conditions, and restrictions on land

use should be revised.

1. The Commission had planned to subtmit recommendations to the 1975 Legis-
lature relating to inverse condemnation (claims presentation requirement),
liquidated damages, prejudement attachment, and wage garnishment procedure.
See Annual Report {December 1974), 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports at
512-513 (197h4). However, the Commission was unable to prepare these recs
omendations in time to permit their submission in 1975. The Commission
plans to submit the recommendations to the 1976 Legislature. S=e "1976
Legislative Program" supra.
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Eminent Domain

Elever bills--Assembly Bills 11, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131,
266, and 278--were introduced by Assemblyman McaAlister to effectuate the Com-

mission's recommendations on this subject. See Recommendation Proposing the

Eminent Domain Law, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1601 (1974). A number

of substantive, technical, and clarifying amendments were made before the bills
were enacted. The Assembly Judiciary Committee and the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittes adopted special reports revising the official Comments. See Report of

Assembly Committee on Judiciary on Assembly Bills 11, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128,

129, 130, 131, 266, and 278, Assembly J. {(May 19, 1975) at 5183; Report of

Senate Committee on Judiciary on Assembly Bills 11, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128,

129, 130, 131, 266, and 273, Senate J. (Aug. 14, 1975) at 6537.

Assembly Bill 11, which proposed the enactment of a new, comprehensive
eminent domain statute, was enacted as Chapter _ of the Statutes of 1975.
The amendments to the bill are not detailed here because the Commission plans
to publish, in cooperation with the California Continuing Education of the
Bar, a pamphlet containing the statute as enacted with the official Comments.

Assembly Bills 266 (state agency condemnation) and 278 (conforming amend-

ments to codified sections) were eancted as Chapters and of the

Statutes of 1275. A number of substantive, technical, and clarifying amendments
were made to the bills before they were 2pnacted. These amendments likewise are
not detailed here because they alsec will be included in the pamphlet containing
the statute as enacted with official Comments.

Assembly Bills 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, and 131, making conform-

ing changes in special district statutes, were enacted as Chapters 4

s s s s , and of the Statutes of 1975. For revisions

made in the Camments to varicus sections of these bills, see the extract from

21w



the Assembly and Senate Committee Reports set out as Appendix IV and Appendix V¥

to this Report.

Oral Modification of Written Contracts

Two bills were introduced by Assemblyman McAlister at the 1975 session to
effectuate the recommendation of the Cemmission on this subject. See Recommenda-

tion and Study Relating to Oral Modification of Written Contracts, 13 Cal. L.

Revision Comm'n Reports 301 (1976).

Assembly Bill 74, which became Chapter 7 of the Statutes of 1975, was intro-
duced to effectuate the Commission's recommendation concerning Section 2209 of
the Commercial Code. The bill was enacted as introduced.

Assembly Bill 75 was introcduced to effectuate the Commission's recommenda-
tions concerning Section 1698 of the Civil Code. The bill was not enacted. The
Commission plans to submit a revised recommendation on this subject to the 1975

Legislature. See Recommendation Relating to Oral Modification of Contracts

(Wovember 1975), published as Appendix XVI to this Report.

Payment of Judgmernts Against Local Public Entities

Senate Bill 607, which became Chapter 285 of the Statutes of 1975, was in-
troduced by Senator Alfred H. Song to effectuate the recommendation of the Com-

missicn on this subject. See Recammendation Relating to Payment of Judgments

Against Local Public Entities, 12 Cal. L. Revision Camm'n Reports 575 (1974).

The bill was snacted as intreduced.

View by Trier of Fact in a Civil Case

Senate Bill 294, which became Chapter 301 of the Statutes of 1975, was in-
troduced by Senator Robert 8. Stevens to effectuate the reccmmendation of the

Commission on this subject., See Recommendation Relating to View by Trier of

Fact in a Civil Case, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 587 (1974); Report

PP



of Senate Committee on Judiciary on Serate Bill 29%, Senate J. {March 13, 1975)

at 1852, reprinted as Appendix IV to this Report. Assembly Bill 294 was
amended before enactment to revigse the language of subdivision (b) of Sec-

tion 651, which the bill proposed to add to the Code of Civil Procedure,

Evidence
Two bills relating to eviderce were introduced in 19759.

Good cause exception to physician-patient privilege, Assembly Bill 73,

which became Chapter 315 of the Statutes of 1975, was introduced by Assembly-
man McAlister to effectuate the reccrmendation of the Cemmission on this

subJect. See Recommendation Relating to the Good Cause Exception to the

Physician-Patient Privilege, 12 Cal. L. Revision Camm'n Reports 601 (1974}

Report of Assembly Committee on Judiciary on Assembly Bill 73, Assembly J.

(Feb, 27, 1975) at 1352, reprinted as Appendix V to this Report. BRefore
enactment, Assembly Bill 73 was amended to revise Section 999 of the Evidence
Code to read: "There is no privilege under this article as to a communication
relevant to an issue concerning the condition of the patient in a proceeding to
recover damages on account of the conduct of the patient 4f good cause for dis-
closure of the cemmunication is shown,™

Admissibility of copies of business records in evidence. Assembly Bill

974 was introduced by Assemblyman McAlister to effectuate the recommendation

of the Commission on this subject. See Recommendation Relating to Admissi-

bility of Copies of Business Records in Evidence {January 1975), published as

Appendix III to thls Report. The bill was aot enacted. The Commission plans
to submit 2 revised recommendstion on this subject to the 1975 legislature. See

Recommendation Relating to Admissibility of Copies of Business Records in

Evidence (November 1975), published as Appendix XII to this Report.

Escheat--Travelers Checks, Money Qrders, and Similar Tnstruments

Assembly Bill 192, which became Chapter 25 of the Statutes of 1975, was

introduced by Assemblyman McAlister to effectuate the reccmmendation of the
-23~



Comrission on this subject. See Recommendation Relating to Escheat of Amounts

Payable on Travelers Checks, Mcney Qrders, and Similar Instruments, 12 Cal. L.

Revision Conm'n Reports 609 (197hk). Assembly Bill 192 was amended before en-
actment to delete the recammended amendments to Sections 1530 and 1532. Other

technical amendments were made.

Creditors' Remedies

Two bills were introduced on this subject in 1975.

Wage garnishment exemplions. Assembly Bill 90 was introduced by Assembly-

man McAlister to effectuate the Commissicn's recommendation concerning this

subject. See Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment Exemptions, 12 Cal.

L. Revision Comm'n Reports 901 {1974). The bill was not enacted. It passed
the Assembly but was held in the Senate Judiciary Committee.

Prejudgment attachment., Assembly Bill 919, which was introduced by As-

semblyman McAlister, was amended to delay the operative date of the new attach-
ment law (Chapter 1516 of the Statutes of 1974) from January 1, 1976, to
Janoary 1, 1977, and to continue the operative effect of Chapter 550 of the
Statutes of 1972 {which revises the attachment law) from December 31, 1975,
to December 31, 1976.

Aggembly Bill 919, which became Chapter 200 of the Statutes of 1975, was
recommended by the Law Revision Commission. The Commission plans to submit
a number of amendments--mostly technical--to the new attachment lav for en-
actment by the 1976 Legislature. The Commission recommended the delay in
the operative date of the new attachment law in order to avoid the need for
lawyers and others to becceme familiar with the new law in 1976 and then study
it again one year later irn 1977 to determine the changes made. Also, the

delayed operative date avoided the cost of reprinting revised forms to reflect
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the amendments that will be proposed at the 1976 sessiorn. For the recommenda-
ticn on this subject to be submitted to the 1976 Legislature, see Recommenda-

tior Relating to Revision of the Attachment Law (Qctober 1975), to be re-

printed in 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 801 {1976}.

Partition of Real and Personal Property

Asgembly Bill 1671 was introduced by Assemblyman McAlister to elffectuate

the recommendation of the Commission on this subject. BSee Recommendation

Relating to Partition of Real and Personal Property, 13 Cal. L. Revision

Comm'n Reports 501 (1976). The bill was pending in the Assembly when the
Legislature recessed in September 1975. It will be set for hearing by the

Azsembly Judiclary Ccmmittee when the Legislature mests in 1976.
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APPENDIX I

LURRENT THPLCS--PRIOE PUBLICATIUNG
LKL LEGISLATIVE ACTIOW

Arbitratios

i'Y -
47 Av burized by Dei. . Beviston

v was enasted
0 and Stedy
LIPOHE s e U (BSELY Fora

Heluving i Ariitru WOH
v 1Al Lo BEvision DoMM'N

legisiative ki
HEVORTL 15 /1R

Mo i oRTS
SN Copu N

wWile Uople have pzen prapared by
the Cameission's consultant, Professor Brigitte M. Bodenheimer, Law School,

University of Celifornia et Daviz. See Bodenheimer, The Multinlicity of

Child Custpdy Proceedinge--Propilems of Californisa Iaw, 23 Stan. L. Rev,

703 (1971); fcite to adoption studyl. The studiss do not necessarily rep-
resent the views of the Commiselon; the Commission's metion will be pre-

flected in itz own recommerncdation.

Condemnation Law and Frocedure

¢ Authorized by Cal. Staks. 1965, Res, Ch. 190, at 5289: see also Cal. Stats, 1955, Res. Ch,
42, 5t 353; 4 Cal. L. Bevision Comi'N REPORTS F15 {1963,

See Hecammeadation and Studvy Refating o Svidence in Eminent Domain
Froreedings; Reconunendetion and Study Telating to Yeking Possersion smd Passage
of fitle in Eminent Dotnain Proceeditias; Recomrandation and Study Helfating to
ihe Reimbursement for Moving Expensey When Property Is Avquired for Pabiic
{fse, 3 Cal. L. BEvision CoMstn REPORTS at A-1, Bel, and C-§ (1961). For g
legisletive history of these recuinmendstions, see 3 Ual, L. REVISION Coly'N
BeporTs, Legislarive History at B35 {19615 See aleo Ul Staks, 61, Ch. 1612 ftax
apportionment) and Ch. 1813 (trking possession snd pessege of title), The substance
of two of these recomrnendabons was incorporated (i legislation enacted in 1965,
Cal. Stats, 1965, Ch. 118] {evidence in eminent domain proceedings;: Ch. 1645 arat
Ch. 350 {reimirgwment for moving expenses) .

See slwy Recormmendation and Study Heleting fo Condernnation faw and
Frocedure: Number d—Discovers in Sminest Pomain Procsedings, 4 Cat. L.
Bevisiox ComM'n BEpoaTs 701 (1989). For a legislative history of this
reconunendution, ste 4 Can, L. Revisiox CoMmM's BEPORTS 213 (1963}, See also
Recommendation Relating ro Discovery in Eminent Dornuin Proceedings, 8 CaL. L.
Revision CosM'™> HEPOETS 15 (197} For s legislative history of this
recommendstion, ses 8 Cal, L. AEVISION CoMsM'N BERORTS 1318 (1087 The
recommended legisletion was enacted. See Cal, Stats. 1867, Ch. 1104 (exchange of
vaiuation data).

See also Recommmendation felsting to Revovery of Condemnee’s Expenses an
Abandonment of an Eminent Domein Froceeding, 8 Cat. L, REVISIoN CoMM'™N
ReporTs 1361 (1967}, For 2 legislative history of this recoramendation, see % CAL.
L. Hxvision CoMu's RipoaTs 19 (1868). The recommended legistabion was
enacted. See Cal, Staty, 1963, Ch. 135
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1001 {197k}, ¥or & legielstize kistove of this ‘womsmencation, mee 12 Cal

L., Revision Crame’n Henorty S Vyii.  The recopmoended leglisistion was
engcted. Ses Cal, Stero. 107h, fnl L,
Ses glgo Recosmense jon Mrogosine Uiz Zmivent Dasain Lew, 12 Oal. L.

2 ieglslative histery of this

The vacogmended legislation was

U e i B o amn D i £ apnnd st B st ¥

The Commission plang to submit two recommendaiions to the 1976 legis-

lature. BSee Fecommendubion Helating to Belocation Asalistance by Private

Condemnors (October 1975}, pablished as Appendlx IX to this Report; Recam-

mendation Relating te Condemnation for Byroads and Utility Easemente {Gcetober

1975), published as Appendix X o this Reporst.

Creditors' Remedies

$ Authorized by Cal Swbe 1972, Res Che 27, See alse Ual, Sty 1857 Hew Ch 208, at
' 458% se= wlso § Car. L. Hewiston Coaca’y BeeonTs, 1837 Seport v 13 (1957,

see Recommendation Relting o Allachment, Garmishment, aird Exemptions

From E.ovutfor: Diccharge From Smplyme £ 10 Tac. L BEVIsion 00 (MR

BEFoRTS 47 (1671} For s legisietive hishory & Ll vecominendation, see 10 CAL

L. Reviston CoMag's BREOBTS 1126-1127 (1971 The recommiended fogidation was
enacted, See Cal. State, 1071 Ch, 1807,

See also Rerommendation Releting b Attachmest, Garnfshment, and Exemptions

Framn Faxecution: Ermgleyees' Farmingy Proteetion Lav, 1 Can. L. Revisow

CoMui'n REPORTS 708 (1971}, For a tegidative history of this recommendation, see

1 Car. 1. BEvisior Coda'y BepoaTs 1024 (1971) . The reccmumended jegislation

was not esgeted. The Cnmimission mibsnsted a revised recomimenidation to the 1973

Legistature, See Recommrendedon Relsting tfo Wage Gaafshinent snd Pelsied

Matters, 11 Cai. L. REviston DoMu'n EEponTs 101 (19732 For » jegistative hiskory

of this recommendation, see 11 Cal. L. Revislor Comm'n Reports 1123 {1973); 12 Cal.

L. Revision Comm'n Reports 530 n.) {1974}, The recomnended legislation was not
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recormunended logialstion was enacted, Ses Cul. Stats. 1975, Ch. 5.’&&3
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(;he Cummisaiﬁﬁ ?iéﬁé plad suomit A follow-up recommendation to the 1976

Legislatura. fee heccumendation Belating to Turncver Orders Under the

Cleim ané Delivery Law {June 16§75}, published ms Appendiz VIXI to this

Report.
Ses alio Aecominendation Selsting to Prejudgment Attachment, 1l Cal. L.

Hewvision Cods's Beeorts 700 11973 For ¢ legislative history of this
recommendaticn, sze 1Z Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 530 (1974). The
recammended legislation was enacted, See Cal. Stets. L97H, Ch. 1516.

‘The Cammission plans to submit 3 recammendation for technical revisions

in the mttachment law to ke 1976 Legislatursz. Seze Recommendation Re-
lating to Revision of the Attechment Law ! foetober 1975), to be reprinted

in 13 Csl, L. Eevisiow Coam'n Feports 801 {1976},
See abso Rem*mmmfzehm Heloting fo Esforcement of Sister State Money
Judgrments, (Y Cai L. BEVSion OoMu'y BEPORTS 451 (1973} For e legislative
nistory of this recomendation, see 12 Cal. I, Revision Coms'n Reporis
53k (1974). The recormendszd iegialatior wes epacited. See Cal. Stets.

1974, Ch, 211,
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Stags. 1970, Ch. 65 m,s ipsa l:,qm‘ur;, (,h, 1397 puyvehotherspist-patient privilege.
See alse report cancerning Proaf of Foreige OfFfcid Aecords, 10 Cas, L REVISION
Comm'™™ BEPORTS 1022 (1970 and Cal. State 2970, Oh 41
See also Hecommendatios ﬁr«i,«*mg: te Brroneowdy Erdersd Drscksure of
Frivifeped Information, reprinted i 11 Can. L. Bevision ComM'™y RUPCRTS 1163

(1973}. For a legislatlive history of thiz recommendation, sze 12 Cal. L.

Reviaion Comm’n Reporis 535 (197h). The recammended legislation wes enzcted.

See Cal. Stets. 197k, Oh. 227.

Sev also Reeomnmetichelion Befabing i Bidesive oo Yo tion 9958 The “COriminat
Concuct” Exception fo r’rr Friy a-#atient Frivifeee, 1D Cab Lo BeEvIsox

Conu'™N BEPORTS 14T (19721 For o legislatie: history of this recomimendation, see

12 Cal. L. Revision ifemm' E-*m:ser 8 235 {1974}, The recomended legislation

was not enucted. A revised recommendation was submitted to the 1975 Legis-

lature, BSee Recommerdation Relating to the Good Cauae "xception to the

Poysician-Patient Privilege, 12 Cal. L. Revidon Coms'n Reports 601 (197h).

For a legislative nhistory of this recaunendeiion, see this Report BUPIS..

The recommended leglsiation was enacied, See Cal. Stats. 1975, Ch, 318,

See wlso fecommendstion Heloting o Vicw by Tree of Fuot i a ¢S Case,

12 Cal. L. Revigion Comm'n Reports 537 {1974, Fer s legislative history

of this recoemendatict, see this Report suprs. The recommended legislation

wan enacted. See Cal. Stats. 1975, 0h. 301,

See also Recomrendabion kelabing to Admissibility of Coples of Busi-

ness Records in Evidence (January 1575), published ss Appendix IIT to this

2,
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Report. For & legizlative histary of vhis vecemmendstlon, see this Report

ted, The Ccomizslon plans

supra. The reccapend:d teginlntion

to submit & reviied roocosfzadac

Legislature, See Recommends-

i Bosinesg Records in Evidence

XIT to this Report.

(Kovembar 1675},

sdother recompssdatlon to the 1975 Legis-

The Comnigs

2ikility of Duplicetes in Evi-

-

lature. Sse Rooameendst oo Relaling to Adm.

dence

Stats, 3972 40

Governwental Liabilily

< Authorized by Cab Stats. 1957, Bes. D 02 st 4584

See RAecormmenditions Helstieg lo Sovercipre knemunity: Number S—Tort
Lizhility of Public Entitiey and Public Employees: Number B-Llditus, Actions anef
Judements Agaitst Public Entities and Public Emplovees, Number J—insursince
Crversge for Public Entsties and Public Employoes; Nurber dmPeferise of Pubilic
Emplayess; Nurnber 5o Lisbility of Public Entities for Ownership and Operation of
Mator Vebicles: Number G—Workmens Compensaticn  Bonefits for Porsony
Aswisting Law Enforcemest or Fire Coutrod Officers: Ngrhar F-Amendments and
Fepeals of nconsistent Speciad Statutes, 3 Cat, L. REvision Comu's RErorTs 504,
1. 1201, 1301, 140, 1501, and 1601 (1953} For o legislative history of these
recommendations, see 4 Oal. L. BEVEIos Comyy Beports 211213 {1563). Sec
alsa 4 Sredy Belating to Soverefgn Iommunity, 5 CaL L REVISION CryM'n REPORTS
*p (1563 See nlse Cal. Stabs. 1963, Ch. 1581 (rort Hability of pabbe entities ek public
simployeest, Ch. F7LE {eleimy, sctivns and judgnments against public entities ami
public employess), Ch I82 {issurance coverage for public entiiies snd pablic
eruployeesy, (b 1883 (defense of pubdlic anglovers), Ch. 15884 {wozknen's
enmpensalion benef'ts for persans assisting lnw enforcement of fire conteol officerst,
Ch. 1585 (amendments wnd repeals of invonsisiont spectal satules), Ch, 1686
tsrendments and repeals of inconsistent special dubates), Ch. 2029 camendraonts
and repeals of nevnistent special statutes)
See slsn Herommondation Reletig 1o Sovercign nmumity: Number #e--Revisions
of the Covernmenta Lighifity Act, TCAL. L. REVISION Comum's REvoRFS 401 (1563).
For a legislative his riclatio = 7 Caf. Lo REviston O
ReporTs 904 (196% Sec alw Cab 8 Oy 654 fckaims and actions ageinst
public entities and public employ slity of public entilies {or
ownership and operation of Moler vod
Ser alsy Recommendation Soelating v b

of Limitations in Actions Agarivt Public cand Fubfic Bmpiavess, § Car, L
REvisTON ComM'™s RBueors 48 A legiiative history of this
rerammendation, see § Car L, BEVISION CoMM 'y HEPORTS 98 11984, Hee also
Proposrd Legisfetion Hefating to Stabute af Limitations m Actions Acaist Public
Frbitioe and Pubdic Eingdavess % Cab. L. BEvision Covs'n REparts 175 (1469)
For 4 legisative histary of thiz revonsmendation, see 10 CAL. L BEVISION COoMM™
BeposTs B2 (1971, The reconunended lemslation was vracted, Ses Call Stas.
1¥7¢, Ch. HK.

See ako Recammendabion Refsting o Sovereign Imnumity: Nomber 18—Revi-
e of P Coveramertal Lixbility 4o, 8 CaL, L. REVISIOS Coma'y Hreponts 80
(19691 For a legidative history of the reconunondation, see 180 Cab. 1. Rovision
Fremani™ BEPORTS S0 (18715 Most of the repnmended legishation was enacted.
Goe Clab, Staps, 1970, Dl 462 Lemiry 1o make tests) wnd Chy 1069 tliability for nse of
pestivades, lability for damages from tesls)

g fmmeniey: Nuiber S—Statits

3




 Ser alw Hecomunentietioe: Helating io Favanent of fudgmonts Agsinst Foral Public

Entities, 12 Cal, Reviglon Comi'n feworts 575 The recommended

legislation wee ensched., Dec Cah. Ehats. 1875, (Ch, 28

See almo Reconmerdsbion fnlaliss te Undertekings for Costs (October

1975, »ui Lished as Appendiz X7V o tivis Bepari., TPz ercomeesndation

F Autho

830, 3t

ol Shain, 3970 Bros,

i
7 S Becors

‘ewmmenﬂdnm
recommended iogd

Sew ulso Rocvinim: ? ¥
stony of the Dioves bl Au 3 {..JL‘ L. BEvE
{1965) . For a legsietive }u. y of this recommendation, see 0 Car L HEVISION
Cona's RERORTS 1020 (18711, Most of the recommended legislation was enacted.
See Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch, 66- {enh"v to muke tests! and Th, 1098 (Yability for use of
pesticides, ebility for damages from tests}. See slso Proposed’ Legisiation Relating
6 Statete of Limitatieas in Actions Agatast Public Entitics and Pablic Employees,
9 CaL. L. REvision CoMM'N BEPORTS 178 (1963). For a legislative history of this
recommendation, see 1 Cal. L. BeEvision QosM's Beronrts 1021 {1971). The
recommendsd legislation was vnacted. See Tl Srets, 1970, Ch. 104,

See also Recommendetion Refating to Payviment of fodgments Against Loval Public

Entities, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 575 (197h)}. ¥or a leglslative

2 Niipaber JGeaReyi-
™ l,uﬁ.m 1 HEPORTS 501

history of this recommendatlion, see thig Report suprs. YThe recommended
leglelation was enacted. Sse Cal. Stata., 1975, Ch. 285.

See alsce Recummendetion Relating to the Claiws Presentation Reguire-

ment in Inverse Condemnstion {November 1975}, published as Appendix XVII

to this Report. This reccomendeticn will be submitte? to the 1976 Legis-

lature.

Sewv also Van Alstvne, Calfornds fiverse Condemrarion Law, 10 CAL L. REVEION
COMM'N REPOR 1S I (19TE

Leage Law

Authon'zec} i:sy Cal Seabs, 1963, Bos, Chy 13 gt 5258 sov alsn Cal. Stats 1587, Bes Ch.
2{.‘2 a1 4558

See ﬁmmm;ud&hm awed Smd_} Relating fo Abast mimw 1t OF Termination of a
Leass, B Can, L REvision Done's HEPonTs 74 (1867 For a legislative history of
this recommen-ation, see 5 Cal L. Bevision (oM’ w BrpoRTs: 1319 (1967)

See alsn Aocorrmeadation B efarmg fo Read Property Leaxies, @ Tal. L REV HHHT
ConeM™ REPoirrs 461 (1968). For o legislative history of this recommendation, see
2 CaL. L. BEvision CoMe'~ BEporTs 98 (1963

See plvo Becornnresscinitos Ff'}‘e:frﬁg to Roal Property Loases, 9 Cai. L. REVISION
CongM'N BEPOBTS 153 (J965). For & legislaiive history of this recommendation, see
16 Car. L. BEVisION OO0 Bgpores LOER (14711 The recarmmended legisiation

wes enacted, See (al Sate, 1970, 01, 88,
 See she Forcmeprendstions Selating to Lapdiprl Frasnt Beistions, 11 Cac. L
REVISION CU0ak ™ BEPORTS 831 (1920, Thds repart cuntbuing bwa recomiendutiong:
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Zal. L. Revisiso

il vy A2

The reccmentsed leglslation

fee Nensmpondaliod on vy feimiine oo Diguidated Damsges, 11 Cal.

L. Reviglon Toma'n feports 00N 1ART4) . Foron Lrpisiutive plislory of this
recomendation, see £ (al. L. Revision OSomse’ns Zeperts 530 {1974}, The

recommended lagislation was not enactad.

See slso Hecommendation Relubing to Liquideted Damages {Qutober 1975),

published as Appendix XIIT to this Report. This recommendation will be

submitted to the L1576 leglelature,

¥odification of Comtracts

Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1957, Ree. Ch. 202, at 4589; see also 1
cal. L. Revislon Toum'n Reporis, 1957 Repors st 21 {1957).

See Recompendsiion and Shudy Eelating to Oral Modificetion of Written

Contracts {Jenumry 1675, “o be reprinted in 17 Cal. L. Revision Coam'n
Reports 201 {1976}. For & legisiative nistory of this recommendatlion, see
this Repor:t supra. One of the two leglalative measures recommended was
enacted., Ses Cal, Siats. W975. Ch. T.

The Commissicon plahid to suumit o revired recummendation to the 1976

Legislature. See Recgmmendatlon Relating to {ral Medificetion of Contracts

{November 1975), published as Appendix X¥I to this Report.

Nonprofit Corporations

Authorized by Tal. Stats. 1970, Res. Cn. b, st 3547; see also G Cal.

L. Revisloo Comn'n Reporis 107 {1969},
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Auvtiiorized by Onl. Sfats. L9971
k el

Unincorpereted Assoclations

& .Agthcm‘zad by Cab Stats, 1966, Reo. Uh 8 st 241; s0e alsp Cal. Stats, 1957, Bes, Ch. 208,
Bt 4584
See Recomeendatio and Study Brelating to 3uit by or Ageinst an Uninvorporated
Asseodation, & €41, L, Reviston Com'y REPORTS 908 (1967}, For a legistative
history of this recomnmendation, see B Cal. L Bevisiorx CosM'N BeronTts 1317
(1967 The rscomunended leghiatios. wos enacted Se=¢ Ual. Seatz. 1967, Ch 1524,
Ser wlo Fecommendafion Relating fo Service of Provess on Eafncorporared
Associztions, § Uai. L. BEvision Comy’™s Reponts 1403 (1967, For « legislative
history of this recommendation, see ¢ Can L. HEVSION CoMu's Breoxts 1819
(1569) . The recommended legisladon war enacted. See Tal Stats. 1968, Ch. 132,

s

=S

153 e7e size 10 €al, L.

epurt supra.

Legiglatore,



H

L

o

. Fish and Game Codo, |} o

- Netice of Application F

Hevgrapentatiog v asbniore

Hiued ‘-.'_'Z:%I. Wigbe, 1HR3,
s, 799, 8T

i if'frf!-“ He
i
SION
A e vt R B 0 AR

e

Trars Y
sionts. LETIG

S

Report for 1854 at l,Er Lﬁ?;'

saeted.  Tall Stats, 1957,
Cat. L. Bewiston CoMMd's h. 455

Arpouts, Annua! Heport

for 19587 at 1‘"5 (19373 1 Car.

L. Revisio ﬂmﬁ}f;’@ EE-

POGRTS, zmnhc& Report {or

1058 at 13 (157

. Maximum Period of f:bnn Bpacted., Cal Stats, 1957,

Enement in a Cury fail Ch 134
Carn, L. Revision O m..h: n
BEpGHTS ab AL (1893TY

o}, Stats. 1857,

Artarneyr’s Fees amd Costs
in framestic Belstions Ae-
h

Hons, 1 Cal. L. BEVISION
ConMa™ BEsGais ab B-i

{1857}

T ikerasy mfrucfmrs ol mot enacted.  But see Lcei
Foom, P CAEVISION Srais. 1975, Ch 46!, enact-
Lﬁff\{ b ﬁLz‘UR;ﬂ at L} Cing sul bstance of this rec-
{1657 ommendation.

h b oreoom-
~eowmpiished
‘ﬁi of Fvidence
: V?a, @ir Cemment 10
. Coe § 1E6L

The Deor Mar . mhz».v, H
Car, L. Bevisiow LoMa'N
REponss ot el (19875




1.

[
e

15.

fr (1957

Bamioy

Elininstion of (3bsoizte
Brevisions in Penal (hde
Sevtions 1377 snd 1375, 1
Aot L REVISION COMME
ReponTs af H-1 (19587)

. Judicial Notive of ihe Law

of Foreign Counlries, 1
Cai. L. BEviston ComM'N
REporTs at 11 (19857)

Chorce of Law Uoverniog
Sursival of Acticns. § LAL
L, Baviston CoMvyy HE-

porEs at 11 {14575

Effective Date of Order
Ruling oa o Alobon for
New Tranl 1 Oan 1o BEYVE
S10 o N REpoRTS
Ko 0os7y s Oa, L REVE
gioM owy BEPGRTS,

Annual Report for (059 at

15 (1959)

&

Betention of Venue for

Conventence of Wiknesses,
I Cal. L. HEVISION
CoMM'N AeporTs of Lol
(1857}

1937,

Fracted. Cah. Staks, 1937

Ch. 102

4

Snaciad.
“Ch. 249

Cal. Stats. 1957,

Moo legislation
roeded.

Fecom-

wot enacted.



o

28

3.

24

" HEPORTS

. Hight  of

RGN
’3L?Ir1 z,é:*j
21 (156

A anzin fre

v.}?fi MR
Ef-‘:i-f'?fi
(1955)

Prosentation of  (lakms
Against Pubfic Fudties, ?
Al Lo BeEvisionw Cosiay
s ab A-l (1939

Mowresicleni

Alfens ko Inficeit, 2 Call L
HeEvision Lowys Ho
PORTS at B (19349 11
Can. L Bevision Conu'y
Brports 421 (1975

Mortgages to Sccure Fu-
ture A dzurwe.__, 2 Can, 1
Hevizroy CouMu'y Bn
PORTS at C-1 (12589)

Dortrine of Worthier ¥i-
te, 3 Cai. L. BEVIRION

CoxMM Ny BEPORTS at -]
{15359}

('Jvc'ff’mpu g Provisions of
Penal and Vehicle Codes
HRelating to Taldng of Vihi-
cles and Drik !Jr g, 2
Cal. L. Revision COMM'N
REPORTS at K- {1958}

39

L aote i
3 -1..:& s

tu.l Lt 9‘1

F13

Moo legisiation

‘xacmd
{ulu }?1‘

1725, 1720

2oNST, Ark

£19640)

fnacled. C
Ch 423,

)

Enacted,
Ch. 5248

o
.

rnacied.
Ch, 122

al

4

al.

Not enacted.

[T
L

e

FECOIN

Cal, Stats,
1794,

5?28;
X1,

Srots.

Stats. 1959,



o
L)

£
o

31.

34

43.

. Beqmbursement for

oMy s BEports 28 ¥
{19593

1_; ;.I -fz“t Sy L@Mﬁf
*Ek”_}qa“ ai {}— i\i‘fj»)'f':?;

ERRepe i

1"&‘1“ PrJL ot

Fadiny Passossfoer grd §
sage of Fiile pr Fraiaent
Domain  Proceedin 85, 3
Cat. L. REViSIoN UoMM'N
REroRTs at B-1 1196])

Ao
ing Expenses When Prop-
crty Is Acgired for Public
Lse, 3 Caln HEVISION
CodM's BErorrs at O
{1961

Hescivsion of Contracts, 3
Cat. b, HEVISIOD ‘i?(m A
REPORATS at -1 (1961}

HRight to Counsof andd Sepo-
ration of Dolinguent Frow
Aos Jdeéﬂm;f"zf Ainor im
Juvenile Crapr Pre 1.
gE 3 Ual, L Rzﬁ'fa;{:’*
Coss'™n BepopTe at 51
(1881

e,

Survival of Ac f;w}:», 3TAL
L. REVISION CoMM'y Re-
PORTS at Fo} (4‘%1 ;

Arhitration, & Cail. I Be-
visioN CoMi's REPORTS

at G-l (19513
7
)

ascted,  Cal Stats, 1989,

Oh, 468

Mot enacted,

s Bat e
8510 et son

ot

enaeteed.  Hut

Not see
Govr. Cobi § 7260 et
seq. enuzeting substance
of recommmendation.

Enacted. Cal. Stuts, 1961,

€0 389

Nmacted.  flal. Stats,

Ch. 1518

1951,

Enacted. Cai. Stats. 1961,

{.-‘.t‘ 557

Fnacted. Cal. Stats.
Ch. 481

1961,



34 27 Llakos
g—:\. o
;m{z‘ ,jﬂg favees 3 CaL.
wh:, n.if"e%.a xg@ sitg e Hl-
{1ERL)
s,
37,
?.,‘M AR ¢ .
. ReEvision CoMMN iR
?0““‘5 70T {1863); & Cal.
I. REvsion CoMaOH BE-
PORTS 19 (1967}

8. Fort Liability of Public Kn-
Hiies aned  Public Em-
piovess, 4 an L
REVISION  CoMM'S  HE-
PORTS 801 {1961

39. Clums, Actions and -mfg
ments Against Public F

fres gnd Public Employvess,
4 Ca.. 1. RevVISION
CoMu's  Beports 100

v xQﬂ}S;

40, [nsurance Coverage for
Bublic Fnlies and Pubiic
Employees, 4 Can Lo BE
YVISION COoMM'N BEPORTS
1201 (1863

41. Defense of Public Em-
ployees, 4 Cal. L. REVE
gsiIcN oMMy BEPORTS
1301 (18683

Mt ﬁﬂ.ﬂi"?%&ﬂ

sessiary (i

recorarieniation to
el Eé I
ed

£

‘QF-’E s
e
E‘

£
3
Y
:

which wes cpaw

Net epoetond,

ony Ltt"j Fd}
Ch. 1681

Epact=d. Cal

Ch. 1715

Fnacied. Cal.

Ch, 1682

Enarted. al

Ch. 1683

Stats 1U6E,

Stats. 1953,

Stats. 1963,

Stats. 1963,



45,

46.

47.

49.

of fnoonsisiort w«jufﬁ’\
Car, I Hevision (ZGMM N
Reronts 1601 (1963)

Evidenee Code, 7 Cal.. L.
Bevision  ToMMN Re
roRTS 1 (1963)

Claims  and  Achions
Against Public Entities and
Uubff’* Employees, 1 f‘kL
L. Revision Comu'y Be

mms 401 (1963;

Eviddence Code Revisions,
& Cal. L. Bevisiow
CoMM's  RepomTs 101
96T '

Evidence—Agricuftural
Code Revisions, & Cal. L.
HEVISION ConMy's  FB-
POHTS 201 {(18G7)

NEETCRAE
Codle Hevivons, 5 Uak. Lo
REvisian  Couvw'y  He-
PORTY 201 {1967}

A S,
g e

>

-
[

Whoethee Punage for Per-
sonal Infury fo 8 Aurried
Porson Should Be Separate
or Comupneiity Property, 8
CAL L. REVISION COMM'N
ReEpoRTs 408 (1887); 8
AL, L. BEVISION CoMMH
BEPORTs 1383 (1967}

W
T
o~
)
Tit

IR TAts)
AT

Frsctect,

Ch. 299

{Cal. Stats. 1963,

Enacted. Cul Stats. 1965,
h. 634

Eaacted in part: Cal
Stuts, 1967, Ch. 630; bal-
ence enacted: Cal. Stats.
1470, Ch. 69

Fnacted, Cal Stats. 1967,
Ch. 268

Faacted, sl Stals. 1567,
E, L Lird
arn TS

Enacted. ©al.
“hs. 457, 438

Stats. 1968,



Fraicted,  ilal Skats 1967,
. TOS

Ui, Stats, FT

54, Logd Parin fmprover of HEnauted. sl Stske. 1968,
Land Oweed by Anciher, Ch. 150 °

8 AL, i. Hevisiow

CoMM's  JREPORTS B0

1887, 8 CaL. L. REvision

COMMN j‘:{'ﬁmﬁn 1373

{1967

85, St By o Against an Do Frocied. Csl Stats. 1967,
corporslad Associzfion, 8 Che 1324

rab. L. HevietoN Conag'y

Reponts 001 (19467

i, BRewvi- setcd.  Cal. Stats. 1968,
RETORTE Che. 247, 336

57. P erovery of Clondomanee’s Sreted,  Oal Svats. 1968,
o Ahadon O, 133

ment of an Eniiaent Po-

cnain Proceeding, & C,-u;

L Bevision Cosaen BE-

3, Zerviocuf Proness.
eorporafocd Azse
Cal. L. BEvISiON i...J.z:m
REpORTS 1403 (1467}

Fnected. Cal Stats. 1968,

f%L



.

£,

o

k]

§3.

G4.

. FieHies J_?f"“f.s; wg A

Code, @ Can, 1

A Y
LEOCENENT

REE’-’?’;ETS B

A

& Calb
i"wﬁ KR

TR lﬁrf"xr{j:z.?p'
erty, 5 Cst, L. ke
(ﬁ)y X

{1969)

Arbitration of just Comn-
pensation, 3 CaL. L. BEvi-
sioN CoMy'N BEFORTS
127 (1569)

ﬂ r}pA.
R YR
Boropre 114

Evidence
HEVISTON
ferorts 137

Hevisious  of

CoMM'™
{1969;

;‘zfutuaf?z‘_ v of Rerpedior m
Szt for ‘grﬂr:*f'fzc Porform-
ance, ¥ Car 1. REVISION
Cosmud'n  Rzponrs 201
(1968}

Fowers of Appoinimen, ©
AL, L. BEVISION T I0MAM'Y
RepoRTS 30! {18509;

Fvidence Eorde—Hevi-
sions of !’rmfﬂ ges Articls,
G Cal. o  HEVIZION
Convy’ BEsoRTs a6
{1869)

Fictitious Husfness Narmes,
9 Ca. L. BEVISIGN
CowmmM'y  BeporTts 631
1969

Yolood 1455 Enacted:
. Btets, 1970, Ch, 14

Encctedd. 26 Foats 1968,
Ch. 115

] v

al Binis 199,
Fra: 'i@c‘ Loal, Htats, 1970,
.Az). ;}d

Enncted. Cal. Stats.
£h. $17

1970,

Enacted  in part: Cal
State. 1970, Ch. 83 see
alens Call Stats, 1970, Chs.
1396, 1397

il
Friacted.

T 3

Cal. Stats, 1969,

Enacked. Col Staks. 1969,
Che, 113, 135

{Cal.
1396,

YVetoed., But  see
Stais. 197, Chs.
1367

Enscted. Cal Stats. 1970,
Ch. 613



6,

fis

73.

5.

Hepreseniotions 65 #» the
Credis of Third Porsons
arg Hue Srafuts of Frads,
3 Cal. L. REVISION

oMy Heeooate O

(1949;

bevisions of Unovernmeas-
ral Liabsitv det v Cal
Bevisior  ous

. Counterelaims 2nd Cross-

Complaints, Jeinder of
Chauses of Action, znd
“Related  Provisions, 10
Can L. REvision CoMM™N
ReponTs 501 (1971

Wage CGarnishment and
Helated Aatters, 10 Cai
L. Brvision CoMM's Re-
PORTS TO1 (1971); 11 Cal
I.. Revision CoMu'n Re-
PORTS 101 {15873 12 Car.
L. REVISION CoMM'N Re-
PORTS Y01 {1974); 13 Cal.
o REVISION CorM'N RE-
FORTS 801 {1476;

FProof of Forcign Cfficisl
Fecords, 10 CaL. L. BEvl-
ston Comm'™N  ReEporTs
F022 (3971)

Inverse Condemnation
Insurance Coverzge, 10
CaL. L. BevisioN CoMM'N
ApponTs 1051 (1971)

. Discharge From Employ-

ment Because of Wage
Carishment, 10 CaL. L.
Bevision CoMm'y  Re-
PORTS 1147 (1971}

yan

Erasied in  pah Cal
Stats. 1970, Chs. 662, 1099

Ernicted

Pt o
Ll 43

wnh stabs, 1979,

“nacted,  Call Stabs, 1971,
{hs, 244, 950: see also
Cal. Stats. 1973, Ch. 82§

Not enacted 1672, 1974,
1975, But new recom-
mendsticn will be sub-
mitted o 1576 session.

Enacted. Cal Stats. 1970,
Ch. 41
Enacted., Cal. Stals. 1971,

Ch. 140

Enacted. Cal Stats. 1971,
Ch. 1607



TH vl Arrest, ]
vision CoMs™r REsgnis
EIETH

VTR

E

vomkl

81. Prejudement Atisohrnent,
11 Carn. i. Bevisiox
Comye'n Reporrs 701
T {1973)

82, Landlord-Ternant Rela-
tions, 11 Cat. L. BoVISION
CovM’™N  HeEPORTS 831
(1973;

- 83. Pleading {technicsl
chang=}, 11 CaL. L. Ruv
giox CoMMN  HEPORTS
1024 1973

84. Estdence—fuddicial Notice
{techmeal  change), 1
CaL. L. BEvISioN oM’y
REPORTS 1625 (1873)

83. Evrdence—"Criminad 2o
nduct” Exception, 11 Cat.
L. Bevisioy Corxdn RE-
PORTS 1147 (1974)

86. Erroncoush Compefled
Lhisclosure  of FPrvileged
fnformm ghinzy, P Can. T

REvisies  CoMmi'n Bes
PORTS 133 (1975;

fayedo]

Tat Btawy 15735,

al Stats, 1974,

FEoacked.
tu}l 51

Fnacted. Cai Stats, 1974,
Ths. 331, 23

nacted.  Cal Stats. 1972,
Ch 73

Enacted. Cal ©ats. 1972,
Ch, 764

for enacted 1874, See

recomisendation to 1975
sessio (ftem 99 fnfra)
which was enacterd,

racted,  Cal Stats. 1974,

Ch, 227

HE



&S
Fan . ET e
LADMM W
(149743
rl 7. ";ﬁ}'&,k—; fﬁl ?F; s -'-“‘ri v 3T i

tae o vsieign ‘e“{*“
Privitege, 12 Car. L. HEVI-
siod Couy’y BEpGETS
601 {19743

Q5. Eschieat of Armounts Poy-
able en Travelers E;Pf‘&,
Monvy f}rrfars, aned Similar
Instracaents, 1% Cal. L
HEvision o '
PORTS 809 (1874)

99, !Lf"“ﬂfﬂ'"t"r?'?’"‘f“‘ Aedy 18
At L. HE W,U\E AN
ErpouTs R {15 -i;,:«

03 The ibinincrt
Law, 12 Can L
DoMy'y Berorts  1GH
{1974}

94, Oral Modification of Wrii-
tenn Condreets, 13 Cal. L.

Revisios  CoMa’n He-
PORTS S0 (1976)

i oints,

gk
mhats, §d

£
Ll
o
rex

L SEants,

L Stats, I

. 1975,

ts. 1974,

1543,



